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Anybody still for conspiracy? 


Several members of the House Assassinations 
Committee, six at last count, have come to doubt 
the view tentatively announced by the commit- 
tee in December: that President John F. 
Kennedy “was probably assassinated as a result 
of a conspiracy/’ 

They are wise to do so; and we hope the com- 
mittee’s final report, soon to be issued, will re- 
flect this resurgence of good sense — and of 
v confidence that the Warren Commissidn judged 
rightly in the first place. 

All, in fact, was set for a reaffirmation of the 
Warren Report when, lo, there appeared three 
wise men from New York -*■ acoustical scientists 

— who claim to have determined, with 95 per 
cent certainty, that a fourth shot was fired at 
President Kennedy; and that it came, as some 
assasSinologists have long insisted, from the 
“grassy knoll” in Dealey Plaza rather than the 
TwXao Schoolbook Depository. 

They could be right — negatives are rarely 
provable. But their view is based on an eviden- 
tiary trapeze act the likes of which you won’t 
find even in Sherlock Holmes. 

The Dallas police, you see, have an ancient, 
scratchy dictabelt on which, at the time of the 
assassination, certain dim sounds can be heard 

— none of which, as even the experts admit, 
slightly suggests gunfire to the unaided ear. But 
at what are thought to be significant intervals, 
there are bursts of static-like sound which the 
experts assume to be gunfire. By a complex exer- 
cise in mathematics, geometry and computeriza- 
tion, these experts have determined that one of 
the sounds is of a gun fired at the presidential 
motorcade from behind a fence on the grassy 
knoll. 

Forget, for a moment, that not a single clue 
corroborates this theory — nothing like the rifle 
or spent shells found in Lee Harvey Oswald’s 
sniper nest in the schoolbook depository. There 
are fundamental problems about the tape for 
Which, as the committee dissenters have noted, 


the exponents of the fourth-shot hypothesis 
offer no explanation. 

There is the testimony of the Dallas police offi- 
cer now identified as the rider of the motorcycle 
with the open radio transmitter. He is sure the 
recorded sounds did not come from his radio. “If 
it was my radio,” he asks, “why did it not record 
the revving up at high speed plus my siren when 
we immediately took off for Parkland Hospital?” 
Why not indeed? 

And why are chimes audible on the tape, when 
there are no chimes in or near Dealey Plaza? 
Finally, why was the open radio transmitting on 
channel one (which was being used on Novem- 
ber 22, 1963, for ordinary police business) rather 
than channel two, the band used by policemen 
. assigned to t^e motorcade? 

An explanation other than that of the acous- 
tics experts seems ludicrously obvious: The po- 
lice radio- on which the theory relies was not in 
Dealey Plaza, it was somewhere else — which 
would account for its being tuned to the wrong 
channel and for the sound of chimes. 

So much, then, for an ingenious exercise in 
geometry and computerization? Would that one 
could say so. Unfortunately, the Assassinations 
Committee has given the first official coloration 
to the conspiracy theories that have circulated 
profusely for the past 16 years. What mischief, 
will flow from the committee’s misjudgment, 
from its being razzle-dazzled by arcane 
“science,” no one can say. Where there is a will 
to believe, bizarre theories will be believed. 

Yet as the committee dissenters bail out, per- 
haps the public will see that the initial endorse- 
ment of the fourth-shot theory was, as they say at 
court, “improvidently granted.” In a compelling 
dissent, Rep. Harold Sawyer observes: “As a law- 
yer, I could not even commence a civil suit based 
on such vague testimony, let alone institute 
criminal proceedings.” He speaks of the vacillat- 
ing testimony of one of the acoustics experts. But 
the remark applies, with equal force, to the 
whole dubious theory. 


